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DETAILED ACTION 

i> Applicant's amendment has been received. Claims 2 and 12 have been cancelled. 
Claims i, 3-11 and 13-20 are now presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2> Applicant's arguments filed 11. 5. 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant amended the claims by: (a) adding the limitation that a processor is 
functionally distinct from the web browser and (b) incorporating the limitations from claim 
2 into claim 1 to overcome the prior art reference of Weinberg, and specifically, argued that 
Weinberg does not disclose the functionality of allowing the user to edit transactions 
through the browser (only through the user interface of the testing tool). Examiner believes 
that the amendments do not entirely convey the merits of the present invention argued by 
Applicant. Therefore, the amendments do not overcome the teachings of Weinberg. 

With regard to (a), Weinberg discloses utilizing a web browser and processor as 
claimed. First, the figure and sections cited by Applicant simply reference one embodiment 
of Weinberg's invention; Weinberg also discloses a user interface, as part of the testing tool, 
and a front-end as part of a transactional server [Figure 6(c)]. The interpretation for this 
embodiment of Weinberg is that the front-end is analogous to the processor, and the user 
interface (or a web browser incorporated into the testing tool) is analogous to the web 
browser [column 8 «lines 48-53»]. These two components are functionally distinct from one 
another as can be seen in the figure, as well as described in [column 22 «lines 38~52»]. The 
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purpose of the front end is to coordinate the browser by transferring web pages and objects 
that allow the browser to generate a node tree to edit the transactions [column 21 «lines 38- 
56»], Therefore, it can be seen that the front end of the transactional server achieves the same 
functionality of the claimed processor. There is no need for cookies as well, since the front 
end transmits any required information to the web browser of the testing tool as needed. 

With regard to (b), as mentioned previously, the front end transmits information to 
the web browser that allow the web browser to generate nodes of a tree. This tree structure 
allows the user to edit and create test cases based on the transactions. As stated by Applicant 
in his remarks, the user interface edits the tree. Since it has already been established that the 
user interface is implemented as a web browser, it can be seen that the user in Weinberg's 
system is allowed to edit the transaction through his web browser. Furthermore, Weinberg 
teaches all of the limitations of claim 2. In a web-based implementation, as the only 
interaction that the user has with the testing system is through the web browser, the user 
must utilize the web browser to interact with the functions of the testing system (record, 
play, edit) [Figure 6(c) | column 8 «lines 48-6i» | column 21 «lines 3~5o»]. 

3> Examiner would also like to note that Applicant may be mistaken regarding his claim 
that the present application can claim the priority date of provisional application 60/200295. 
A history of the present application shows that Applicant has failed to claim priority for the 
present application to that particular provisional application. Applications 09/825.403 and 
09/822.124 are the only applications that claim priority to that particular provisonal. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4> The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5> Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weinberg et 
al ("Weinberg"), in view of U.S Patent No. 6,360,332 in view of Gerace, U.S Patent No. 
5,848,396. 

6> As to claim 1, Weinberg discloses a software product for a computer system to 
configure a transaction for a user operating a web browser wherein the transaction is used for 
automated testing of an Internet server system (abstract), the software product comprising: 

transaction configuration instructions configured to direct a processor functionally 
distinct from the web browser to generate and transfer Hypertext Markup Language 
(HTML) pages without cookies to the web browser and to configure the transaction for 
automated testing of the Internet server system in response to user inputs to the HTML 
pages (Figure 6(c), items 602 and 620 and column 2, lines 26-64 and column 22, lines 38-52), 
wherein the HTML pages include a transaction selection page (column 2, lines 44-46), a 
transaction record page (column 2, lines 37-40), a transaction edit page (column 2, lines 57- 
64), and a transaction play page (column 2, lines 35-39); 
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page transition instructions configured to direct the processor to transition between 
the pages in response to the user inputs and to constrain the transition between the pages 
based on transition state rules (Figure 1, column 5, lines 22-51; the user is constrained to go 
from the record page to the verify page to the edit transaction page); 

a storage media configured to store the page transition instructions and the 
transaction configuration instructions (column 22, lines 15-19); and 

the transaction record page allows the user to use the web browser to initiate a 
recording of web browser activity to generate the transaction (column 2, lines 60-61, column 
8, lines 48-53, and column 9, lines 9-11); 

the transaction edit page allows the user to use the web browser to edit the transaction 
generated using the transaction record page (column 2, lines 46-56 and 62-64, column 8, lines 
48-53 and column 21, lines 51-59); and 

the transaction play page allows the user to use the web browser to view results of an 
automated test using the transaction generated using the transaction record page and edited 
using the transaction edit page (column 2, lines 35-40, ). 

Weinberg does disclose a user logon page (column 8, lines 24-26) but does explicitly 
show that the page is an HTML page. 

7> Gerace teaches the use of a HTML user login page as a means to verify users' 
identity before they access or select their transactions (column 15, lines 48-61). Therefore it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Weinberg by including a user login page because Weinberg suggests the use 
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of a logon page to track users across multiple servers (column 8, lines 24-26). One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to modify Weinberg by including Mohan's user 
login page because doing so would allow Weinberg to display useful graphical and text 
documents to the user and to associate user actions with the appropriate user account 
(column 2, lines 3-15). 

8> As to claim 3, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the transaction 
selection page identifies the transaction, a transaction step and a Uniform Resource Locator 
for the transaction step (column 6, lines 1-14 and column 9, lines 25-50). 

9> As to claim 4, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the transaction 
record page identifies the transaction, the transaction step, and the Uniform Resource 
Locator for the transaction step, and displays the web page of the Uniform Resource Locator 
(column 16, line 54 to column 17, line 1, and lines 28-34. 

io> As to claim 5, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the transaction edit 
page identifies the transaction, the transaction steps, the Uniform Resource Locator for each 
of the transaction steps, and test conditions for each of the Uniform Resource Locators 
(column 16, lines 54 to column 17, line 1, lines 28-34 and column 18, lines 39-51; where the 
transaction record page in Weinberg is also the transaction edit page). 
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n> As to claim 6, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the play page 
identifies the transaction, the transaction steps, and test results for each of the transaction 
steps (column 2, lines 35-40 and column 3, lines 30-43). 

I2> As to claim 7, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the transaction is a 
purchase from the Internet server system (column 5, lines 7-10). 

I3> As to claim 8, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the transition state 
rules constrain the transition between the pages to transition from the transition selection 
page to a transition record page in response to a selection page record request, transition from 
the transition record page to the transaction edit page in response to a record page stop 
request, transition from the transaction edit page to the transaction play page in response to 
an edit page play request, and transition from the transaction play page to the transaction 
edit page in response to a play page stop request (Figure 1 and column 2, lines 23-39 an< l 
column 2, lines 57-64; transaction, record step, verification/edit step, "play back" step and 
ability to run multiple iterations after the play back is complete with other sets of data). 

I4> As to claim 9, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the transition state 
rules constrain transition from the transition selection page to the transaction edit page in 
response to a selection page edit request (Figure 6A, items 602 and 606; run configuration 
edits the transaction testing parameters). 

Weinberg does not explicitly show the product with a user login page, or to transition 
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from the user login page to the transaction selection page in response to an authorized login. 

i5> Gerace teaches a software product wherein the transition state rules constrain the 
transition between the pages to start at the user login page and transition from the user login 
page to the transaction selection page in response to an authorized login (column 14, lines 45- 
61 and column 15, lines 50-65; where the user actions are equivalent to the transaction 
selection page). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the state transition rules to start at the user login page 
and to transition to the transaction selection page to allow the product to initialize tracking 
of user transactions upon logging into the system (column 5, lines 1-5). 

i6> As to claim 10, Weinberg discloses the software product wherein the transition state 
rules constrain the transition between the pages to transition from the transaction selection 
page to a transaction play page in response to a selection page play request (Figure 6C, items 
602 and 614 and column 21, lines 15-20), transition from the transaction edit page to the 
transaction record page in response to an edit page record request (column 2, lines 30-32 and 
column 5, lines 26-31), transition from the transaction edit page to the transaction selection 
page in response to an edit page stop request (Figure 1, items 104 and 108; each time the user 
stops editing, the user is sent back to start with the new business process), and transition 
from the transaction play page to the transaction selection page in response to the play page 
stop request (column 21, lines 10-29; where the user editing the data files is equivalent to the 
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transaction selection page) and the transition from the transaction selection page to the 
transaction play page (Figure 6c, items 602 and 614 and column 21, lines 15-20). 

Weinberg does not explicitly show a software product with a transition from the 
transition selection page to the user login page in response to a selection page stop request. 

I7> Gerace discloses s software product with a transition from a transition selection page 
to the user login page (column 13, lines 50-54 and column 14, lines 17-18). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
Gerace's transition rules to sent the user to a login page to allow existing users to sign into 
their account and access their saved transactions. 

i8> As to claim 11, Weinberg discloses a method of operating a computer system to 
configure a transaction for a user operating a web browser wherein the transaction is used for 
automated testing of an Internet server system (abstract), the method comprising: 

generating Hypertext Markup Language (HTML) pages including a 
transaction selection page, a transaction record page, a transaction edit page, and a 
transaction play page (column 2, lines 26-64) ; 

transferring the HTML pages to the web browser without transferring cookies and 
constraining transitions between the HTML pages that are transferred based on transition 
state rules (Figure 1, column 2, lines 26-30, column 17, lines 28-34; where web-based 
implementation and pages are equivalent to HTML pages); 
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receiving the user inputs to the HTML pages and configuring the transaction for 
automated testing of the Internet server system in response to the user inputs (column 2, 
lines 41-64); and 

wherein generating the Hypertext Markup Language (HTML) pages further 
comprises the following steps performed by a processor functionally distinct from the web 
browser [Figure 6(c) «items 602 and 620»]: 

initiating a recording of web browser activity to generate the transaction in 
response to the user input through the web browser to the transaction record page 
[column 21 «lines 38-50»]; 

editing the transaction generated using the transaction record page in response 
to the user input through the web browser to the transaction edit page [column 11 
«lines i2-26» | column 21 «lines 5i~59» where: Weinberg's user interface is analogous to 
a web browser]; and 

on the transaction play page, displaying results of an automated test using the 
transaction generated using the transaction record page and edited using the 
transaction edit page [column 24 «lines 30-38»]. 

Weinberg does disclose a user logon page (column 8, lines 24-26) but does explicitly 
show that the page is an HTML page. 

I9> Gerace teaches the use of a HTML user login page as a means to verify users' 
identity before they access or select their transactions (column 15, lines 48-61). Therefore it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
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made to modify Weinberg by including a user login page because Weinberg suggests the use 
of a logon page to track users across multiple servers (column 8, lines 24-26). One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to modify Weinberg by including Mohan's user 
login page because doing so would allow Weinberg to display useful graphical and text 
documents to the user and to associate user actions with the appropriate user account 
(column 2, lines 3-15). 

20> Claim 13 is a method that claims the step performed by the software product of claim 

3. Therefore, claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 3, supra. 

2i> Claim 14 is a method that claims the step performed by the software product of claim 

4. Therefore, claim 14 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 4, supra. 

22> Claim 15 is a method that claims the steps performed by the software product of claim 

5. Therefore, claim 12 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 5, supra. 

23> Claim 16 is a method that claims the steps performed by the software product of claim 

6. Therefore, claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 6, supra. 

24> Claim 17 is a method that claims the steps performed by the software product of claim 

7. Therefore, claim 17 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 7, supra. 
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25> Claim 18 is a method that claims the steps performed by the software product of claim 

8. Therefore, claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 8, supra. 

z6> Claim 19 is a method that claims the steps performed by the software product of claim 

9. Therefore, claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 9, supra. 

27> Claim 20 is a method that claims the steps performed by the software product of claim 

10. Therefore, claim 20 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth for claim 10, supra. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is (571)272-3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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